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17. For an application involving an auxiliary facility onty, attach as an Exhibit a map IS.cfil1fl41 A.r,fl4ufic.1

&~.rt ,r ''I"iv.l.ntl that shows clearly, legibly, and accurately, and with latitude and longitude markings

and a scale of distance in kilometers:

(a) t1'le proposed auxiliary 1 mV/m contour; and

Exhibit No.
N/A

(D) the 1 mV/m Contour of the licensed

Also specify the file n\lllber of
No.: ,

main facility for whiCh the applied-for facility will be auxiliary.

the license. See 47 CF.R. Section 73.1675. (File

Source of terrain data:

jg) Linearly interpolated 3D-second database o 7.5 minute topographic map

(Source: __D_a_t_a_w_o_r_l_d -'

o Other Ibri,lIy ,u...ri,,1

Height of radiation center above Predicted Distances

RaOial bearing average elevation of radial from to the 1 mV/m contour

3 to 16 km
(degrees True) (meters) (k.i1ometers)

a See 3rd page of Exhibit F-l.

45

90

135

180

225

270

315

Alloeitlon Studl..
IS•• $ub"rf &" .7 t.F.R. P.rf 7]1

, 9. Is the proposed antenna localioh within 320 kilometers (199 mllas) 0 f the CQlTYT10n border between 0 Yes ~ No

the United States and MeXICO'

If Yes, attach as an EXhibit a shOWing of compliance with all provisions Of tile Agreement betl!"ean the

UMed States of America and 1he United Mexican States concerning Frequency Modulation Broadcasting
In the 88 10 108 Miz band.

FC C 340 (P,gt 1!ll
May 111111

El<hibll No.



SECTION V-B - FM BROADCAST ENGINEERING DATA (P.g. 61

20. Is the proposed antenna location within 320 kilomelers of the corrmon border between the United 0 Yes ~ No

States and Canada?

If Yes, attach as an Exhibit a showing of compliance with all provisions of rhe Working Agreement for Exhibit No.

Allocation of FM Broadcast ing Stations on Channels 201- 300 under The Canada-United States FM

Agreement of 1947.

21. If the proposed operation is for a channel in the range from channel 201 through 220 (68.1 . through

9 1.9 M-Iz), or if thiS proposed operation is for a ctass D stalion in the range from Channel 221

t~rough 300 (92.1 through 107.9 rvt-Iz), attach as an EXhibit a complele allocation study to establish the

lacK 0 f prohibited overlap 0 f contours with other U.S. stations. The allocation study Should include the

following:

(a) The normally protected interference - free and the il',terfering contours for the proposed operation
along all azmulhs.

(b) Complete norman" protected interference - free contours of all other proposals and existing stations
to which ObjeCtionable interference would be caused.

(c) Interfering contours over pertinent arcs of all other proposals and existing stations from which
objectionable interference would be received.

(d) Normally protected lW1d interfering contours over pertinent arcs, of all other proposals and existing
stations, which reQUJre study to show Ihe absence of Objectionable Interference.

(e) Plot of the transmitter location of each station or proposal requiring investigation. with identifying call
letters, file numbers and operating or proposed facilities.

(f) When necessary to shOw more detail, an additional allocation study will be attached utiliZing a map
with a larger scale to eleart-j show Interference or absence thereof.

(g) A scale of kilometers and properly labeled longitude and latitude lines, shown across the entire
ExhIOil(S). Sufficient tines shOuld be shown so Ihat the localion of the sites may be verified.

(Il) The name of the map(s) used in the Exhibit(s).

EXhibit No.
F

22. With regard to any stations separated by 53 or 54 channels (10.6 or 10.8 fvHz) attach as an Exh.bll IEXhibit No. I
Information required in 11 tup.,.ti~n r.q~'r ...nts jllv~lvin9 illhrudl.t. Ir.qnllcy Ii .1.1 inhrl.,.lIc.l. F
Nearest IF consideration is WEZO (CP), BMPH-880920IG which is 28.8 km distant. Only 20 km

23(a) Is the proposec operation on Channel 218, 219, or 220? required. See Exhibit F-l 0 Yes ~ No

(b) If the answer to (a) is yes, does the proposed operation satisfy the requirements of 47 C.F.R. 0 Yes 0 No
Section 73.207;

(c) If the answer to (0) is yes, attach as an Exhibit informalion required in 1/ regarding separation
requirements with respect to stations on Channels 221, 222 and 223.

Cd) If the answer to (0) is no, al1ach as an EXhibit a statement describing the short spacin!ts) and how it
or tl1ey arose.

Exhib1l No.

"/ A shOWing that the proposed operation meets the minmum distance separation requirements. Include existing slations,
proposec stations, and clt,es which appear In lhe Table of AliotmentSj the localion and geograp~ic coordinates of each
antenna, proposed anteMa or rsfer;lnce point, as approprlatej and distance to each from proposed antanna ioeation.

FCC 3AO (P age IGl
to.4ly t8U



SECTION V-B - FM BROADCAST ENGINEERING DATA (Page I)

(e) If authoriZation pursu.mt to 47 CFR Section 73.215 IS requested, altach as an Exhibit a complete

engineering study to establish the lack of prohibited overlap of contours involving affected stations.

The engineering study must include the rollowing:

(1) Protected and interfering contours, in all directions (360·). for the proposed operation.

(2) Protected and interfering conlours, over pertinent arcs, of all short - spaced aSSignments,

applications and allotments, including a plot showing each transmitter location, with identifying call

lellers or file numbers, and indication of whether facility is operating or proposed. For vacant

allotments, use the reference coordinates as transmitter location.

(3) When necessary to show more detail, an additional allocation study utiliZing a map with a· larger

scale to clearly show prohibited overlap will not occur.

(4) A scale of kilometers and properly labe/ed longitude and latitude lines, shown across Ihe entire

eX~ibit(s). Sufficient lines Should be shown so that the location of the sites may be verified.

(5) The official title(s) of the map(s) used in the eXhibits(s).

Exhibit No.

N/A

24. Is the proposed stallOn for a channel In the range from Channel 201 10 220 (88.1 through 91.9 M-tz) ~ Yes 0 No

and the proposed antenna rocatlon Within the distance to an affected TV Channel 6 station(s) as defined

in 47 CF.A. Section 73.525'

\f Yes, allach as an Exhibit either a TV Channel 6 agreement letter dated and signed by both parties or [l<h,bit No.

a map and an engineering statement With calculations demonstrating compliance with 47 CF.R. Section ~~A=_--,
73.525 for each affected TV Channel 6 station. Proposed facility will be diplexed on WCPX-TV antenna

per FCC Part 73.252(d). See Exhibit A, Engineering STInt.
25. Is the proposed slation for a channel in the range from Channel 221 to 300 (92.1- 107.9 f\ltiz)? 0 Yes GQg No

If Yes, attach as an Exhibit information required in 1/. 1l6Upt "1' Clus D luc."d.ryl prllp,uls.1

26. EnviroNTIental Statement (S.. #7 C.F.R. S.ctj,,, 1.1301 .t n'l.1

IExhibit No.

Would a Corrrnission grant of this application come within Section 1.1307 of the FCC Rules. such that 0 Yes ~ No

II m~ have a significanf environmental mpacl?

If you answer Yes, submit as an Exhibit an Envirormental Assessment required by Section 1.131 1. Exhibit No.

If No, explain briefly why not.
No physical changes to structure are proposed.

CERTFICATION

I cenify tllat I have prepared this Section of this appliCation on behalf of the applicant, and that after such preparation, I have

eXilT'lined tile foregoing and found it to be accurate and true to the best of my knowledge and belief.

N<m8 17yp.d 11' P,illt.dl

Glen Clark, P.E.

Signature

Date

/a2-
Relationship to Applicant 1"9., C,nsulting Engjnurl

Consulting Engineer

Ad~ress IIncltld. ZIP l,1d.1
11')0 Alpha Drive
Suite 150
Alpharetta, GA 30201-7168

FCC 340 (Pig. 11)

May lau

24 JUL 90 740-0178



EXHIBIT A

ENGINEERING STATEMENT

CENTRAL FLORIDA
EDUCATIONAL FOUNDATION INC.

The following material has been prepared on behalf of the
Central Florida Educational Foundation, Inc. (CENTRAL FLORIDA).
Central Florida presently has on file, an Application for a non­
commercial, FM, broadcast station at union Park, FL. (BPED­
881207MA) The instant Application seeks to modify that Applica­
tion by increasing the antenna height, decreasing Effective
Radiated Power and specifying horizontal-only polarization.

The outstanding Application proposed an antenna which would
be sidemounted on the WCPX-TV tower at the 173 M (AG) level.
WCPX-TV operates on Channel 6. The co-location was proposed in
accordance with Part 73.525(d) of the FCC's Rules, in an effort
to eliminate harmful interference between the proposed FM and the
existing Channel 6 facility.

Through additional negotiations with WCPX, it has been
agreed that the proposed FM will be diplexed with the WCPX signal
at the base of the tower and will be fed to the existing WCPX
antenna. This will provide an exact match between the vertical
radiation patterns of the FM and TV signalS, providing for the
minimum possible viewer interference. The instant Application
reflects those changes.

The WCPX antenna transmits horizontally-polarized only.
Therefore, the proposed FM signal will also have only horizontal
polarization.

The WCPX antenna is also slightly directional, providing
protection to WCIX(TV) [Channel 6, Miami]. The proposed FM pat­
tern will then also be slightly directional, not because it is
required by the allocation situation, but simply because that is
the nature of the antenna on which it will be diplexed.

The
shown as
measured
valid at

horizontal radiation pattern of the WCPX antenna is
Exhibit D. While it is recognized that this pattern was
at Channel 6, for the reasons below, the pattern is also
the proposed frequency (88.3 MHz).

Television antennas are, by nature, broadband, both in
regard to frequency and in regard to pattern shape. The WCPX
antenna is an RCA TBF-6AM ("Butterfly Panel") antenna. Panel
antennas, because each face of the tower has its own radiating
element, produce horizontal radiation patterns which change
little with shifts in frequency.



an existing
site map is
and relevant

EXHIBIT A

ENGINEERING STATEMENT

(CONTINUED)

The WCPX antenna consists of three faces, one on each side
of the triangular tower. Each face is six panels high and is fed
from the ground by a separate transmission line. The slight
directionality of the antenna is created by an unequal power
division. The present power divider produces the following
division: 36.25%, 36.25%, 27.5%.

Additional technical detail regarding the WCPX antenna is
contained in the August 1970 filing "APPLICATION FOR CONSTRUCTION
PERMIT TO MAKE MINOR CHANGES IN DIRECTIONAL RADIATION PATTERN".
[At that time, the Channel 6 call sign was WDBO-TV.]

Because of this directionality, and the fact that Central
Florida's previous proposal employed a non-directional antenna,
one will notice that the before and after 60 dBu contours in the
"Minor change Showing" (Exhibit G) are not perfectly concentric.
While they have the same origin, the instant contour bulges
slightly to the west and is flattened slightly to the south.

ORGANIZATION OF THE INSTANT APPLICATION

As the proposed facility will transmit from
tower whose co-ordinates are well established, no
included. The profile view of the antenna and tower,
elevations are provided in Exhibit B.

While no physical construction is proposed, and therefore no
FAA Obstruction Evaluation is required, an FAA Form 7460-1 is
included as Exhibit C for the purpose of Electromagnetic
Compatibility co-ordination.

The
provided
Exhibit
there is

polar plot of the proposed directional pattern is
as Exhibit D-1. The tabulation of same is provided as

0-2. As no vertically-polarized radiation is proposed,
no horizontal pattern for the vertical component.

Exhibit E is a map showing the proposed Service Contours,
and the population and area served.

The Allocation Study is included as Exhibit F.

Exhibit G, the Minor Change Showing, compares the before and
after 60 dBu contours and service areas, demonstrating that the
"change area" is less than 50%.



EXHIBIT A

ENGINEERING STATEMENT

(CONTINUED)

Consideration of other nearby RF services is provided in
Exhibit H.

The instant proposal will contribute less than 1% of the
site total, negating the need for ANSI RF Exposure Evaluation.

The instant proposal is believed to comply with all
applicable FCC Rules.

prepared by Glen Clark, or under ~y

a registered Professional Engineer ln
work is true and correct to the best

The attached work was
immediate supervision. I am
the State of Georgia. This
of my "knOWledg~7Jelief.

(-J/~~
Glen Clark, P.E.

(404) 740-0178

July 2-1, 1990
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EXHIBIT B
TOWER PROFILE

CENTRAL FLORIDA
EDUCATIONAL FOUNDATION INC.

PROPOSED SERVICE WILL BE
DIPLEXED ONTO EXISTING
WCPX(TX), RCA MODEL TBF-6AM,
DIRECTIONAL, "BUTTERFLY
PANEL" ANTENNA.

PROPOSED CH 202C2
0.95 K~ @ 448 H AAT

UN ION PARK, FL

JULY 1990

GLEN CLARK &ASSOCIATES
ATLANTA, GA



DO NOT REMOVE CARBONS Form Approved OMS No. 2120-0001

«)
us......-d1ci..................................., NonCE OF PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OR ALTERAnON

Numblr

No physical change in structure

is proposed. This application is

for the purpose of Electromag­

netic Ganpatiblllty co-ordinatio

only.

It is proposed to transmit fran

the existing Channel 6 (WCPX-'N)

towEle with 950 watts on 88.3 MHz
The center of radiation will be
1437 feet AG.
(if more apace 1$ required, continue on • ....... IIIeatJ

IdchII and telephone number of proponenfs repreaentatlve If dlffenInt than 3 8bcMI.

A. Type B. Clasa C. Wor1< Schedule Dates gran A. IncludeeffectiWlradiated~and_ignedfrequencyof

[J NiwConltruction mPenna.nant Beginning 180 days at'ter allelCisting.'~r0JlOS!'d0rmodifiedAM.FM.OI'TVbroadcast
~ 1 d t stations utilIZing this structure.

I ~~\a~AJ;'ter=IltioI=I_~~~~[J:,,:T~em~pora:;ry~(~D~ur~at:ion:.:==::mon=:th:S1._~,,:End~..::::::=:a~s:J~teE.l.. B. Include size and configuration of~ transmission lines
~ N.... 8nd 8dd..... of Individual, company, corporation, etc. proposing the and theirsupporting towers in the vicinity of FAA lacilities

construction or alteration. (Number. Street. City, Stat. and Zip Code) and publIC aIrports.

4 8 c. Include information showing lite orientation, dlmenaiOnl,
( 404) 7 0-017 and cOnstruction materials of the proposed structure.
_.. TeIIphone Number

r;entral Florida Education Foundation, Inc.

c/o Glen Clark &Associates

1150 Alpha Drive

Suite 150l-Al haretta GA 0201-7168

5. H hi 8nd EIw.aon (Complete to the".,., foot)

• A. Coordinates B. Nearest City or Town. and State
(To-.at-.condJ Bithlo

C. Name 01 nearest airport. heliport.llighlpark.
or seaplane base

A. Elevation 01 site above mean _ IeYel
66

81 05
Longitude

08 "

37 ..
Miles

(1) Distance lrom structure to nearest point 01
nearest runway

(2) Direction Irom structure to airport

B. Height of Structure including all
appurtenances and lighting (/fatlY) IbcM 1608
ground, 01' water II so situated

C. Overall height above mean 88allMl (A + 8) 1674

D. Description of location of site with respect to highways. streets. airports. prominent terrain features. existingstructures. etc. Attach a U.S. Geological Survey quadrangle map or
-.,..iwIlent showing the relationship of construction site to nearest airport(s). (irmare space is rflquil'fld. continue on a s.parat. s_t ofpaper and attach to this notice.)

0.45 miles North of State Route 420 at Lake Picket (Bithlo tower).

Notice 1$ requiredby Part n of the FederalAviation Rftgulations (14 C.F.R. Part 77) pursuant to Section t.101 ot the FederalAviation Acf of 1958. as amended(49U.S.C. 1101,.
PetIons who knowingly andWillingly violate the Notie. raquir&mltnts ofPart n ar. subject to a fine (criminalpenatty) atnot mar. than $500 for th. first offense andnot more
than 12,000 tor subsequent offenses, pursuant to Section 902(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958. as amfNIded (49 U.S.C. 1472(a)).

or

unless:

/Ired to

t to that

,andsn
fns~h
n,oron

DO NOT REMOVE CARBONS

EXHIBIT C
FAA FORM 7460-1

JULY 1990

PROPOSED CH 202C2
0.95 KU ~ 448 MAAT

UNION PARK, FL

GLEN CLARK &ASSOCIATES
ATLANTA, GA

CENTRAL FLORIDA
EDUCATIONAL FOUNDATION INC.

This determination'elCpfres on 1
(a) extended, revised or terminated by the issuing Q

(b) the construction Is sUbjectto the licensing authC
application for e construction permit Is made to
casa the determination expires on the date pres
the date the FCC denies the application.

NOTE: Request for extenslonot the effective period 0
. the Issuing office 8t least 15 days prior to the 8

.velure IUu enslng authority of 1

Su"ple",ental Notice of Construction FAA Form 7460

o At lea8t 48 hours before the start of construction

Cl Wltnln tlve days aftar the construction reaches it

The Proposal:

o Does not require a notice to FAA.

Cl Is not Identified as an, obstructlonvi'lder
any standard of FAR. Part 17, Subpart e.
and would not be a hlZard toalr navigation.

Cl Is Identified as an obstruction' under the
standards of FAR, Part 71. Subpart C, but
would not be a hazard to air naVigatIOn,

Cl Should be obstruction 0 marked,
Cllighted per FAA Advisory Circular
70/7480-1, Chapter(sj _,._--...,....

Cl Obstruction
are not necessary..

Remarks:

DIIe TJPId NMleITIlIe of PIf'IOn Filing NotIce

24 JUL 90 Glen Clark, Consulting Engineer

FOR FAA USE ONLY

FAA Form 7410-1 (4-83) SUPERSEDES PREVIOUS EDITION

I HEREBY CERTIFY that all of the above statements made by me are true, complete, and correct to t~.....~t of my
knowledge. In addition, I agree to obstruction mark and/or light the structure in accordance wit tabl arklng &
lighting standards " necessary.
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EXHIBIT 0-1 FIGURE 1
POLAR PLOT OF DIRECTIONAL PATTERN RELATIVE FIELD PATTERN

I
CENTRAL FLORIDA APPLICATION FOR CONSTRUCTION PERMIT

EDUCATIONAL FOUNDATION INC. TO MAKE MAt"0R CHANGE IN

I PROPOSED CH 202C2 ---- DIRECTIONAL RADIATION PATTERN

0.95 KW a 448 MAAT THE OUTlE"T COMPANY
I

- UNION PARK, FL WDBO-TV 100 KW-DA, 1465 FT. CH.6
. " JULY 1990 ORLANDO, flORIDA

-. GLEN CLARK &ASSOCIATES
Prepared by

ATLANTA, GA Lohnes and Culver Washington, D. c.
~ ..... August, 1970



EXHIBIT 0-2
TABULATION OF FIELDS OF DIRECTIONAL ANTENNA

FOR RCA MODEL TBF-6AM "BUTTERFLY PANEL"

CENTRAL FLORIDA EDUCATIONAL FOUNDATION INC.
PROPOSED CH202C2, 950 WATTS AT 448 M AAT

JULY 1990

* A relative
E-field of
1.000
corresponds
to 0.950 kW
ERP.

AZIMUTH
DEG. TRUE

o
10
20
30
40
50
60
70
80
90

100
110
120
130
140
150
160
170
180
190
200
210
220
230
240
250
260
270
280
290
300
310
320
330
340
350

Other relevant azimuths:
45

135
225
315

RELATIVE
FIELD
0.840
0.920
0.980
1.000
0.975
0.900
0.825
0.820
0.855
0.855
0.800
0.735
0.735
0.805
0.850
0.865
0.835
0.770
0.720
0.760
0.835
0.860
0.845
0.820
0.850
0.935
0.980
1.000
0.965
0.885
0.830
0.845
0.890
0.910
0.870
0.820

0.935
0.830
0.825
0.870

ERP (*)
KW.

0.670
0.804
0.912
0.950
0.902
0.765
0.646
0.639
0.695
0.695
0.608
0.513
0.513
0.616
0.687
0.711
0.662
0.563
0.493
0.548
0.662
0.703
0.679
0.639
0.687
0.831
0.912
0.950
0.885
0.744
0.654
0.679
0.752
0.787
0.719
0.639

0.831
0.654
0.646
0.719

Pattern presented in its true geographic orientation.
There is no "rotational offset".



EXHIBIT E
SERVICE CONTOUR HAP

(AMENDED)

CENTRAL FLORIDA
EDUCATIONAL FOUNDATION INC.

PROPOSED CH 202C2
0.95 KW @ 448 K AAT

UNION PARK, FL

JULY 1990

GLEN CLARK , ASSOCIATES
ATLANTA, GA

..

60 dBu, F(50,50)

70 dBu, F(50,50)

o
H H H HI

10 0
aBBBH!

10
I

10
I

20

20
I

30
I

40
I

29 DEG

50 Kilometers

u



lstt*tsttt*sttttttttlltttttttsitttttttttttttttstttt
* PROGRAM FMSRCH *
t - CDPYRlSHT 1986 AND 1989 BY GLEN CLARK •
* VERSION 1.2 - 29 MY 89 *
ttttt**tttttt*ttttttttttttttttltttttttsttttttttlttt

S;UDY NAME - UNION PARK

SEARCHED FROM CHANNEL 202 TO CHANNEL 202.
CLASS OF CHANNEL STUDY: C2
THE BUFFER DISTANCE IS - 60.00 KM.
CLASS D STATIONS NOT INCLUDED IN PRHITOUT.

REFERENCE CO-ORDINATES: 28 36 8 North Lat:tude
81 5 37 West Longitude

CI;¥fSTATE/COUNTRi CALL CHANNEL STATUS POWER TO HEIGHT LATITUDE LONGITUDE FILE 11 DOCKET AZIMUTH D1ST REO BUFFE~

C!1A~4NEL '1tt'1.... ;,.' ..
Oaf:: j.,j. ~ t e l US N:~, 202C1 FM APP 0.00 ~m 0 28 44 21 80 r;;, 1 891127MD r;;, , ~'i <::7 224.0 -198.:-" ........ ,j,) Iol~ ...I .. w .......

L;:l:r: Park FL US ~~E¥J 2C2C2 FM APP 1. 90 N~I 183 28 36 8 81 5 ~: BPED8B1207MA 71P .., 0.00 190.0 -190.0., _' "WI I

C=~;;ay e' US NE~ 202C3 FM APP 1.90 NN 1'rH~1 28 34 <::1 81 4 7" 00 II ?·nilr 143.4 2.96 177.0 -174.(:Jl- ~v,-' ~. ...;~ WiJ j. .... ;,;..,

C:~"a,' FL liC NEW 202C3 FM APP 1. 90 NN 300 28 34 51 81 4 1'1 890412~J 143. 4 '" O' p'" (, -174.0... ~ o,J~ ..:.. ,0 I j 1\1

La":e ~arl FL US NE~ 202C3 eM APP 1. 90 lI.iki 306 29 34 <::, 81 4 7~ 89112BME 143.4 ... 96 i77.0 -174,(11 ;, 1<11-\ ,)~

".Ir.~ FL US NEW 203A FM A~'D 0.50 !liN 61 28 44 21 80 53 1 891127MB 1::7 7 "r C'''' 106.0 -BO.5; ... ",:1 ...... ~ ..:.loi. ~ ..;

Pal~ Bay FL US ',EW 2C3A t:'" APP O. (}(l NY ,~ 28 2 54 80 40 34 SMPEDB81101MA 146.3 73.7B 106.0 -,d 'i -..... , .....

~e::artc
~, It,:. NEW 202A F!'! APP 3.80 NN 79 28 10": c:c: 8: 31 30 e90523~5 282.9 143.22 166.0 -::.8r~ ...... ...J":' ,j ...

Tai!:~a FL US WMNF 203C1 t:'" , rr 70.00 NN 158 '11 49 4 82 14 31 BMLED860514KC ":'"'t'1 E\ 142.36 158.0 -1:.~I if -;... .. w .. , ......'~I",;

S:ane FL- US WTLE 202C2 FM LIS 71100 NN 87 '10 54 34 82 L 2 BLED890302KA 326.3 174.85 190.0 -15.2...
Or:a~_d: FL US wEZD 25:C2 FM ru MOD 38.00 NN 134 28 "':!"'t ~1' 81 "" 46 BMPHB80920IG 2:6.1 28.81 20.0 212... ..: .....~. ~..
r": .. 1 ~!"'I~"'" FL US 255C2 FA USED 0.00 NN I) 'iP ,,,

0 81 25 30 Be-386 259. 9 32.93 20.0 1:.9"'" t.Q,;J ....... -" v';;

Oca:a FL US iIlH!J 201A FM 1"'1) 0.00 NN 0 29 14 17 82 7 17 BPED870922!'!f! 305.5 f"r:: ~., 106.0 t6.:.... .~~IW";'

Bra:Er;~cn FL US WJiS 201Cl FM LIe 100.00 NN 121 27 7 54 82 "''' 39 BLED860523KB ,,~c 'T 207.~7 158.0 49.3J.J a..WI~

North Falm Beacn FL lie: NEW 202A PM CP 1. 00 NN 46 26 47 58 80 4 35 BPED860603MH 153.2 ..,,,., oC'.c;: 166.0 ::i z:
;.;~ ~",·,,'.'.hJ

STUDY CDMPLETE.
15 RECORDS PRWTED.

EXHIBIT F-1
ALLOCATION SPACINGS OF INTEREST

CENTRAL FLORIDA
EDUCATIONAL FOUNDATION INC.

PROPOSED CH 202C2
0.95 leW iil 448 M MT

UNION PARK, Fl

JUi:Y 1990

GLEN CLARK &ASSOCIATES
ATLANTA, GA



6WJ CLARK
MARIETTA, GA

Interference :cntcurs cased en FCC F(50,10l curves

Page 1
July 24, 1990

Title: UN~ON PARK FL Latitu~e: 28-36-08
Channel: 202 C/R 458.0 meters ( 1502.6 feet) A,M,S,L. Longitude: 81-05-37

Bear-irig
(degrees)

HAAT
(meters)
(feet)

ERP
(kile~atts)

(oBk)

54 dBu 40 dBu
( .50 IllV/IlI) (.10 IllV/II)

contour contour

.0 450.8 .670 53.6 kill 95.4 kill
1479.0 -1. 74 "1"1 "I . 59.3 Iiloo'w.,,; Ml

45.0 455.4 .831 56.4 kill 99.0 kill

1494.1 -.80 35.0 Illi 61.5 lIIi

90.0 455.3 .694 54.3 km 96.4 kill
1493.8 -1. 59 33.7 IIi 59.9 Ii

135.0 446.3 .655 53.0 kill 94.7 Kill

1464.2 -1. 84 33.0 mi 58.B Ii

lBO.O 443.1 .492 49.6 kill 90.4 kll
14S~.• 7 -3.08 30.8 mi 56.2 Ii

225.0 442.1 .647 52.6 kill 94.1 kill
1450.5 -1.89 "I" '7 . 5B.4 Ii.,,;.:.., nn

* 260.0 444.1 .912 56.7 kill 99.2 kill
1457.0 -.40 "1<; '" . 61. 6 Ii.... \00".6. ml

270.0 444.5 .950 <;7 '1 kill 99.9 kllw, ••

1458.3 -.22 35.6 ml 62.0 lIli

315.0 448.6 -riC{ :4.3 kill 96.2 killIJ" I

1471.8 -1. 43 n '7 . 59.8 Ii~'.J., Il!l

HAAT: 448.3
1470.7

Note: Ea:Hal (s) der,cted O'! "S" net incluoed in HAAT calculation.



GLEN CLARK
l'IARIETTP., GA

Service cont:~rs ~asej on FCC F(SO,50l curves

Page 1
July 24, 1990

Title: UNIDN PARK FL
Channel: 202 C/R 458.0 meters ( 1502.6 feet) A.M.S.L.

Latitude: 28-36-08
Longit~de: 81-05-31

HAAT ERF' 70 dBu 60 dBu
Bearing (meters) (kiloWatts) (3.16 mV/ml ( 1 mV/mJ

(degrees) (feet) (dBkl contour contour

.0 450.8 .670 19.9 km 34.9 kll

1479.0 -1. 74 1'! ~ mi 21.1 miJ. .... oJ

45.0 455.4 .831 21.0 km 36.8 kll

1494.1 - Ci\ 13. 1 mi 22.9 mi'''''.'

90.0 4::.3 .694 20.1 kill 'TC:; 1 kill'';W'WI

1493.8 -1.59 12.5 llIi 21.9 mi

11/:. (1 446.3 .655 19.6 km 34.5 km• ..,.WIY

1464.2 -1.94 12.2 llIi 21. 4 Illi

180.0 443.1 .492 18.2 kill 32.0 kill

1453.7 -3.08 11.3 mi 19.9 mi

225.0 442.1 .647 19.5 kill 34.2 klll

1450.5 -1.89 12.1 mi 21.3 mi

* 260.0 444.1 .912 21.3 kill 37.1 kll
1457.0 -.40 13.2 mi 23.0 mi

270.0 444.5 .950 "1 " km 37.4 kID.......
1458.3 If'; 13.4 mi "'1 '1 mi... .............

315.0 448.6 .719 20.2 i:m 3~.3 km
1471.8 -1.43 12.5 mi 22.0 mi

HAAT: 448.3
1470.7

Note: Fiadial(s) dercted by .." n"''' inclu:eo in HAAT cal cd ati on.~"



ttitiiiiiiiitiitiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii.ii.
t PROGRAM FMWITHIN i
i COPYR!GH:r1ge~ AND 1989 BY GLEN CLARK i
• ' VERSIO~ 1. 7 - 15 DEC 89 •
iiii.i •••••••••••• i •• i•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

STUDY NA"E - UNION PARK

SEARCHED FRO~ CHANNEL 203 TO CHANNEL 300.
THE MAXIMUM DISTANCE OF INTEREST IS - 10.00 KM.
CLASS DSTATIONS NOT INCLUDED IN PRINTOUT.

REFERENCE CO-ORDINATES: 28 36 8 North Latitude
81 5 37 West Longitude

CITY/STATE/COUNTRY CALL CHANNEL STATUS POWER TO HEIGHT DIST AZIMUTH LATITUDE LONGITUDE FILE. RECORD t

-------- -- ---- -- - -- -
Orlando FL US WI1FEFI1 214Cl FI1 LIC 100.00NN 223 0.00 270.0 28 36 8 81 5 37 BLED800723AE 1905

Orlando FL US WWKA 222C FI1 LIC 100.00 YN 408 0.00 270.0 28 36 8 81 5 37 BLH840405BZ 3774

Orlando FL US WHTQ 243C FI1 LIC 100.00 NN 487 2.96 143.3 28 34 51 81 4 32 BLH850S13KL 8077

Orlando FL US WDIZ 262C FH L1C 100.00 NN 362 0.00 270.0 28 36 8 81 5 37 BLH871209KE 118B7

Cocoa Beach FL US WSTF 266C FI1 LIC 100.00 NN 487 2.% 143.3 2B 34 51 Bl 4 32 BLH850528KL 12717

Cocoa Beach FL US WSSP 281C FH LIC 100.00 NN 487 2.96 143.3 28 34 51 81 4 l? BLH85050BKC 15958"o/~

Orlando FL US WOI1XFM 2B6C FI1 L1C 100.00 YN 399 0.71 67.0 28 36 17 81 5 13 BLH820712AI 17029

STUDY COMPLETE.
20473 RECORDS READ (INCLUDING TRANSLATORS).

7 RECORDS PRINTED.



~~arch:ng ~roffi ~4U KHZ to 16UU kHz.

Searching wlthin

28 36 B
B~ 5 37

5,,0 ki 1c\IIeters.

Data base:
Volu;ne numher - 00727
Next Change List Numher - 02369
Last Update date - 900523
F:rffiat version

CALL STATUS CITY

File closed.
26560 records read.

orecords prlnted.

STATE CTRY FRED TYPE HOURS MODE POWER TOWERS LATITUDE LONGITUDE RMS D!ST(K~) BEARING



F(50,10)
F(50,10)
F(SO,SO)

UNION CITY, FL
PROPOSED
0.95 KW lil 448 M

.... 10-

JULY 1990

EXHIBIT F-2
ALLOCATION MAP

,

PROPOSED CH 202C2
0.95 KW @ 448 H AAT

UNION PARK, FL

GLEN CLARK , ASSOCIATES
ATLANTA, GA

CENTRAL FLORIDA
EDUCATIONAL FOUNDATION INC.

':"HH __ '
'tHe.w'

f(50.10)
f(50,50)

OCALA, FL
WHIJ. CH201A
1.25 KW a 125 M
(VERTICAL)

\



EXHIBIT G
KINOR C~GE SHOWING

CENTRAL PLORIDA
EDUCATIONAL POUNDATION

PROPOSED CH 202C2
0.95 KW @ 448 K AAT

UNION PARK, PL

JULY 1990

GLEN CLARK , ASSOCIATES
ATLANTA, GA



EXHIBIT H
CONSIDERATION OF OTHER NEARBY STATIONS

CENTRAL FLORIDA EDUCATIONAL FOUNDATION INC.
PROPOSED CH202C2, 950 WATTS AT 448 M AAT

JULY 1990

In addition to the Channel 6 facility, three other FM
facilities presently operate from the WCPX television tower, as
shown in Exhibit F-1. They are: WMFE-FM (Ch214), WWKA(FM)
(Ch222), and WDIZ(FM) (Ch262).

In addition, the following four FM stations are located
within 10 kilometers of the proposed facility: WHTQ(FM) (Ch243),
WSTF(FM) (Ch266), WSSP(FM) (Ch281) and WOMX-FM (Ch286).

Exhibit F-l also shows that there are no AM authorizations
within 4 kilometers of the instant proposal.

As required at Paragraph 12, Page 3, section V-B of FCC Form
340, Applicant accepts full responsibility for elimination of
objectionable interference of the type described in this section.

* * * * * * * *





BEFORE THE FCC MAll SECTION
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20ssduL Z5 to 56 AM '90

RFCEfVED
JUL 2 51990

In re
Application of

Q?ntral Florida Educational
Foundation, Inc.

For Authority to Construct
and Operate a New Noncommercial
Educational FM Broadcast
Station on 88.3 MHz at Union
Park, Florida

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

RECEIVED BY

File No. BPED-88l207MA

To: The Chief, FM Branch

PETITION TO DISMISS OR DENY

Florida Public Radio, Inc. (FPR), hereby petitions that the above

captioned application be dismissed or denied, unless it has produced

an irrevokable consent agreement from an authorized representative

of TV Tower, Inc., which is the corporation that owns the tower from

which the affected TV six facility transmits.

1. Central Florida Educational Foundation, Inc. (CFEF) stated

in its application that it had obtained consent for constructing

its proposed facility from that very tower. Interestingly, it

submitted no document to verify the claim, and secondly, three other

applicants for similar facilities were all told in a letter from

Robert K. Diehl, Chief Engineer at TV six, that the tower ownership was

denying all requests for space on the tower.

RFCFIVED

1111 2 6 1990



-2-

2. With several applicants competing for this portion of spectrum,

it would seem reasonable that if CFEF has not made good on its claim of

consent by producing a document, then its application should be denied

or dismissed, and BY NO ARGUMENT, SHOULD IT BE ALLOWED TO AMEND TO AN

ALTERNATE SITE.

Respectfully submitted,

that I have on this ~day

Florida Public Radio,' Inc.
/J

By: l2<
Randy ::::::¥
President

do hereby certify

Florida Public Radio, Inc.
505 Josephine St
Titusville FL 32796

';?A'//~
.: //

v·:Y;(.~ 1 9'

of JUlY/have sent by First Class U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, copies of

the foregoing Petition to Dismiss or Deny to the following:

Central Florida Educational Foundation, Inc.
2607 S Woodland Blvd
Suite 101
Deland, FL 32720



JOSEPH E. DUNNE III

COLBY M. MAY'

'ALSO ADMITTED IN VIRGINIA

MAY & DUNNE

CHARTERED

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

'000 THOMAS JEFFERSON STREET. N.W,. "'", ........
SUITE 520

WASHINGTON. DC. 20007

(202) 298·6345

~- ~ :'; 1
, ., ,J J

/'- f' r T'. r"", i

\ ,.\ L
RICHARD G. GAY

OF COUNSEL

TELECOPIER NO.

(202) 298-6375

August 8, 1990

Donna R. Searcy
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

rl'dp,al COI11mlmiCOIticn$ C,)(T1n.ission
()ffice of the Seot'tary

RE: Application of Central Florida Educational Foundation,
Inc., Union Park, Florida, File No. BPED-881207MA

Dear Ms. Searcy:

Transmit ted herewith on behalf of Central Florida Educational
Foundation, Inc. is an original and four copies of its Opposition
to the Petition to Dismiss or Deny filed by Florida Public Radio,
Inc. in connection with the above referenced pending application.

Should any questions arise concerning this matter, kindly contact
the undersigned directly.

Respectfully submitted,

MAY & DUNNE, CHARTERED

By:

JED:gmcA4l
xc: James Hoge

As Per Attached Certificate of Servic~



BEFORE THE

Federal Communications Commission
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

~C:~J=I\lED

AUS • 81990
FOQoraJ CommLJllicalions Commission

Office of the Secre,ary

In Re Application Of )
)

CENTRAL FLORIDA EDUCATIONAL ) File No. BPED-881207MA
FOUNDATION, INC. )

)
For Authority To Construct and )
Operate a New Noncononercial )
Educational FM Broadcast )
Station on 88.3 mHz at )
Union Park, Florida )

To: The Chief, FM Branch

OPPOSITION TO PETITION TO DISMISS OR DENY

Central F lor ida Educational Foundation, Inc. (Central

Florida) by its undersigned attorney and pursuant to section

73.3584(b) of the Commission's rules and regulations, 47 C.F.R.

§ 73.3584(b) (1989), hereby respectfully submits this opposition

to the Petition to Dismiss or Deny (Petition) filed against its

application on July 25, 1990 by Florida Public Radio, Inc.

( "FPR" ) . As grounds for its opposition, Central Florida shows

and states as follows:

1. At the outset, FPR has utterly failed to provide

sufficient facts to establish that it is a "party in interest"

as required under section 309(d)(1) of the Communications Act of

1934, as amended, and thereby that it has the requisite standing

to file this Petition to Dismiss or Deny against Central

Florida's application. Without pleading "specific allegations of

fact" which establish that Central Florida's application will

cause FPR "injury in fact," and that the interest alleged to be



injured is one "arguably within the zone of interests to be

protected or regulated," Association of Data Processing Services

v. Camp, 397 u.S. 150 (1970), FPR has no standing to file its

Petition. While Section 309 (d) ( 1) has been interpreted to

provide relief to a broad class of impacted persons, its stretch

is not limitless, and does not countenance the Commission

processing Petitions to Deny from parties who have no interest in

the proceeding or whose interests are not effected by the

application at issue. The Commission has long held that "

parties who wish to participate in Commission proceedings satisfy

the minimum tests established by the courts." Telesis Corp., 68

F.C.C.2d 696, 43 R.R.2d 612, 616 (1978). Accordingly, FPR's

petition is fatally flawed and should be dismissed without any

further consideration.

2. Substantively, FPR' s allegations are unsupported in

fact or law. In sum, FPR demands that the Commission dismiss

Central Florida's application because its application did not

include B:. document which establishes its right to use the site

specified. 1 There is not, however, nor has there ever been,

any requirement that an applicant submit a document with its

application proving that it has "reasonable assurance" for its

antenna site, or even that any document exists with respect to

1/ Central Florida notes that it has included a document
concerning the right to use the site in its July 25, 1990
amendment.

- 2 -


